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Leadership in inter-state relations, i.e. hegemony, like any other kind of leadership, aims at the isolation of its subjects from competing influences, and claims to be exclusive. It desires to coordinate the united forces of all its subjects for opposing the outside world, but yet to preserve their individuality. Thus it is opposed to federation, which clearly subordinates the member-states to a central power.1 Indeed, the unitary tendencies evolving within any federation are the main enemies of hegemony, for they tend to destroy the individuality of the leader as well as of those who arc led.2 It may be added, of course, that in doing so they shape the conditions for the participation in political power of all the really living elements in the various parts of the union, instead of preserving a ghost of provincial sovereignty at the price of virtual submission to the dictatorship of the strongest unit. In this Triepel's theory forms a bridge from Bismarck's compromise with the Princes to Hitler's unitary dictatorship. We must not be astonished by such conclusions in the theory of a nationalist who had never seen any other alternative to centralist tendencies in a federation than the particularism, or rather separatism, of the historic units.3 As regards the nation-state, TriepePs approach was bound to lead to extreme centralism, for as regards inter-state relations he believed, even in 1938, that nationalism would result in a " law of diminishing coercion ". For, in future empire-building, direct rule and the absorption of nationally heterogeneous states would more and more be replaced by somewhat informal relations of a " hegemonic " character.4
In the actual practice of the Third Reich, absorption and the cc merely hcgemonical " approach were not at all contradictory. The absorption of additional territories, beginning, but not ending, with those which were racially German, had to O'cutc the military and economic power necessary to enforce Gorman <c hegemony " on states which were temporarily 'left their independence. The increase of German power by such methods of indirect rule and exploitation facilitated the direct absorption of further territories, if this should be considered necessary in the interest of the ruling group. Immediately after the annexation of Bohemia-Moravia an official German periodicalG in a special article dealt with the problems of
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5 Monatshefte fur auswiirtige Politik, April, 1939.